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1\IANDATE FOR NAURU

States should haYe occasion to make any commercial treaties applicable to Australia and New Zealand, it will seek to obtain an extension of such treaties to the islands south of the Equator, under the
~mandate of Australia and N e"\v Zealand, and further that it is the
intention of the Government of the United States, in making hereafter conventions relating to former German territories under man-date, to request that the Mandatories should address to the United
States, as one of the Pri~cipal Allied and Associated Powers, dupli·cates of the annual reports on the administration of such mandated
territories.
In taking note of your communication under acknowledgment, I
beg you, Sir, to accept the renewed assurances of my highest consid-eration.

K.

SHIDEHARA.

Honorable CHA.RLES E. HuGHES,
Secretary of State.
1\'IANDATE FOR NAURU 15

The Council of the League of Nations :
Whereas, by Article 119 of the treaty o:f peace with Ger~nany
-signed at Versailles on June 28, 1919, Germany renounced in favor
·Df the Principal Allied and Associated Powers all her rights over
_her overseas possessions, including therein Nauru; and
Whereas the Principal Allied and Associated Powers agreed that,
_in accordance with Article 22, Part I (Covenant of the League of
_Nations) of the said treaty a mandate should be confert·ed upon His
Britannic Maj~sty to administer Nauru, and have proposed that the
-mandate should be formulated in the following terms; and
Whereas His Britannic l\1ajesty has agreed to accept a mandate
in respect of Nauru and has undertaken to exercise it on behalf of
the League of Nations in accordance 'vith the following pr·ovisions;
.and
Whereas by the aforementioned Article 22, paragraph 8, it is provided that the degree of authority, control or administration to be
- exercised by the l\fandatory not having been previously agreed upon
<by the members of the League, shall be e~plicitly defined by the
,Council of the League of Nations;
Confirming the said mandate, defines its terms as follows:
ARTICLE 1
The territory o-r-er "\vhich a n1andate is conferred upon His Britannic Majesty (her·eina:fter called the l\iandatory) ·is the former Ger1 5 League of Nations Official Journal, Jan.-Feb. 1921, p. 93.
ratified a treaty in regard to Nauru.

The United States has not
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TERMS

man island of N aura (Pleasant Island, situated in about 167° longitude East and 0° 25' latitude South).
ARTICLE

2

The Mandatory shall have full power of administration and legislation over the territory subject to the present mandate as an
integral portion of his territory.
The Mandatory shall pr·omote to the utmost the material and
moral well-being and the social progress of the inhabitants of the
territory ~ubject to the present mandate.
ARTICLE

3

The Mandatory shall see that the slave trade is prohibited, and
that no forced labor is permitted, except for essential p~blic works~
and services, and then only for adequate remuneration.
The Mandatory shall also see that the traffic in arms and ammuni-·
tion is controlled in accordance with principles analogous to thoselaid down in the convention relating to the contr·ol of the arms
traffic, signed on September 10, 1919, or in any convention am~nd-
ing the same .
. The supply of intoxicating spirits and beverages to the natives;
shall be prohibited.
ARTICLE 4
The military training of the natives, other,vise than for purposes:
C>f internal police and the local defense of the territory, shall be,
prohibited. Furthermore, no militia or naval bases shall be established or fortification erected in the territory.
ARTICLE

5.

Subject to the provisions of any local law for the maintenance of
public order and public morals, the Mandatory shall ensure in the
territory freedom of conscience and the free exercise of all forms~
of worship, and shall allow all missionaries, nationals of any state,
member of the League of Nations, to enter into, travel and reside·
in the territory for the purpose of prosecuting their calling.
ARTICLE

6

The Mandatory shall make to the Council of the League of N a-tions an annual report to the satisfaction of the Council, containing
full information with regard to the territory, and indicating the·
measures taken to carry out the obligations assumed under Articles~
2, 3, 4 and 5.
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JAPANESE DECLARATION AS TO '' 0 '' MANDATE
ARTICLE

7

The consent of the Council of the League of Nations is required
for any modification of the terms of the present mandate.
The Mandatory agrees that, if any dispute whatever should arise between the Mandatory and another member of the League of Nations
relating to the interpretation or the application of the provisions of
the mandate, such dispute, if it cannot be settled by negotiation, shall
be submited to the Permanent Court of International Justice provided for by Article 14 of the Covenant of the League of Nations.
The present declaration shall be deposited in the archives of the
League of Nations. Certified copies shall be forwarded by the
Secretary-General of the League of Nations. to all Powers signa·,t ories of the treaty of peace with Germany.
Certified true copy.
SECRETARY-GENERAL.

Made at Geneva the 17th day of December, 1920.
DECLARATION BY THE JAPANESE GOVERNMENT RELATING TO
"C" MANDATES 16
[Read by Viscount Ishii at the meeting of the Council, December 17, 1920]

From the fundamental spirit of the League of Nations, and as
the question of interpretation of the Covenant, His Imperial Japanese Majesty's Government have a firm conviction in the justice of
the claim they have hitherto made for the inclusion of a clause
·c oncerning the assurance of equal opportunities for trade and commerce in " C " mandates. But from the spirit of conciliation and
-c ooperation and their reluctance to see the question unsettled any
longer, they have decided to agree to the issue of the mandate in
its present form. That decision, however, should not be considered
.as an acquiescence on the part of His Imperial Japanese Majesty's
·G overnment in the submission of Japanese subjects to a discriminatory and disadvantageous treatment in the mandated territories;
11or have they thereby discarded their claim that the rights and interests enjoyed by Japanese subjects in these territories in the past
Bhould be fully respected.
1
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League of Nations Official Journal, Jan.-Feb., 1921, p. 95.

